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Collisionless cross-field electron transport in an E×B configuration relevant for electric
propulsion is studied using data from a (z, θ) full-PIC simulation. Higher-order spectral
analysis shows that transport is dominated by the in-phase interaction of the oscillations
of the azimuthal electric field and the electron density associated to the first electron
cyclotron drift instability (ECDI) mode. A secondary contribution emanates from a lower-
frequency mode, not predicted by linear ECDI theory, while higher modes have a minor
direct impact on transport. However, a bicoherence analysis reveals that strong phase
couplings exist among the ECDI modes, and a sparse symbolic regression spectral model,
based on the three-wave coupling equations, suggests an inverse energy cascade as the most
likely explanation, thus suggesting that higher modes contribute indirectly to transport by
quadratic power transfer to the first mode. This work provides new insights into the
dynamics of anomalous plasma transport in E × B sources and the underlying processes
governing energy distribution across different scales, and supports the validity of weak
turbulence theory to examine their behavior.

I. Introduction

Anomalous cross-field electron transport in E × B plasmas remains a key unexplained phenomenon that
drives the performance losses of many devices. In the field of electric propulsion, anomalous transport is
well-known to occur in Hall thrusters,1,2 but is likely present too in other devices such as electrodeless plasma
thrusters.3–5 The significant electron drift in the azimuthal direction of Hall thrusters is known to give rise to
various azimuthal oscillations and instabilities, potential explanations for the observed anomalous transport.
It is generally agreed that cross-field anomalous transport of electrons occurs mainly due to the neEy time-
averaged term in the azimuthal momentum equation.6–8 However, the underlying mechanisms giving rise
to these azimuthal oscillations are still a subject of active research. The electron cyclotron drift instability
(ECDI) has been identified as one of the probable actors behind the anomalous electron transport. When
ion acoustic modes align with electron cyclotron resonances mωce due to Doppler shift from electron E ×B
motion, instability occurs. Power transfers from collective electron motion to ions until the instability enters
the nonlinear regime and saturation happens. Even though the linear theory of the ECDI is established,9–12

the exact mechanisms or transport laws and the energy balance in the nonlinear regime are still a matter
of discussion. Some points that need to be further clarified are the suggested development of an inverse-
cascade process,13,14 the transition of the ECDI to an ion-acoustic mode,12,15,16 and the nonlinear effects
on transport of the coexistence of several active modes13,17–19

On the computational side, Particle-in-cell (PIC) codes have been widely used to simulate the effect of
instability-induced oscillation on Hall plasmas; either in canonical8,13,14,16,20,21 or more realistic/applied15,22,23

scenarios. Recently, data-driven techniques have been adapted and tested on electric propulsion plasmas, as
a valuable complement to the researcher toolbox. These techniques also offer the advantage of being flexible
in their applicability. Examples include the use data coming from axial-radial simulations of a Hall dis-
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charge to identify and isolate dominant dynamic regimes through Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD)
and Dynamic Mode Decomposition (DMD);24–26 further work used one of these datasets together with the
Sparse Identification of Nonlinear Dynamics (SINDy) algorithm27 to obtain parsimonious equations (both
physically-meaningful and with very few terms) of the breathing mode dynamics directly from the time-series
of plasma variables. Previously, symbolic regression had also been proposed to obtain data-driven closures
to the anomalous transport problem.28

Weakly-nonlinear plasma theory treats a perturbation as a superposition of (linear) eigenmodes whose ampli-
tude can vary in time due to nonlinear interactions, which can be divided in two main types: wave-wave and
wave-particle interactions.29,30 Higher-order spectral analysis of the macroscopic fields can be used to inter-
rogate the data for possible wave-wave interactions; particularly, the bispectrum and the bicoherence have
been used successfully to identify quadratic nonlinear interactions in space plasmas31 , fusion plasmas,32,33

and very recently in electric propulsion in diverse configurations.5,19,34 Among the latter, a recent study34

used this technique to relate low and high-frequency density oscillations in a Hall discharge from microwave
interferometry measurements, while another used the bispectrum together with three-wave coupling theory
to obtain growth rates and nonlinear interaction coefficients from experimental data19 based on the Kim-Ritz
method,35,36 identifying the relevant spectral components for instability, albeit based on an mathematically
overdetermined problem.

In this paper, we analyze full-PIC simulation data from Bello-Beńıtez et al.7,20 to first dissect the contri-
bution of the different oscillatory modes to the cross-field electron current jze, by examining the frequency
spectrum of the neEy term and the magnitude and phase difference of the ne and Ey oscillations. Next,
we investigate the existence of nonlinear couplings between the ne, Ey, and jze time signals through a mu-
tual bicoherence analysis. The analysis allows us to identify the frequency bands primarily responsible for
transport and to confirm that the dominant mechanism for cross-field electron transport is the in-phase
density-field fluctuations related to the first mode of the ECDI.

However, this result by itself, does not provide a complete understanding of the source of the energy in the
fluctuation, nor its evolution from the unstable frequencies to the rest of the spectrum by means of nonlinear
couplings. Therefore, in the second part of this work we build a reduced spectral model for the nonlinear
energy coupling in the Ey spectrum by means of sparse-regression data-driven modeling of energy evolution at
dominant frequencies. Our study demonstrates that quadratic, three-wave coupling can effectively explain at
least part of the energy transfer from instability frequencies to the bands responsible for cross-field transport
by means of an inverse energy cascade.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: Section II provides a brief overview of the simulation and
the data used to carry out this work, Section III introduces the techniques used to analyze and model the
data, Section IV outlines the results obtained, divided into Section A for the identification of the different
modes present in the discharge, Section B for the quantification of dominant contributions to the anomalous
electron current, and C for the reduced models of power transfer based on nonlinear three-wave coupling.
Finally, Section V gathers the conclusions of the study as well as future steps. The reader is adviced to
check reference20 before continuing, as the code, simulations, and fundamental structure of the observed
fluctuations, are described there. A preliminary version of this work was presented in a recent conference.37

II. Simulation overview

The simulation of a canonical annular E × B plasma discharge, representative of a Hall thruster channel,
is used in this work. The simulation domain corresponds to the axial-azimuthal midchannel surface of
the discharge. The simulation is carried out with the in-house, 2D, electrostatic full-PIC code named
PICASO.7,20,38,39 The details of the code and the simulation are given in those references. In essence,
the equations of motion of the ion and electron macroparticles are solved with an explicit, momentum-
conserving Boris algorithm and the interpolation and weighting schemes implement first-order bi-linear shape
functions. The code is implemented in Fortran90 and the operations on macroparticles are parallelized
following a particle-decomposition strategy using shared-memory OpenMP. The Poisson solver used here
employs second-order finite-differences to discretize the Laplace operator and PARDISO Intel MKL direct
solver to invert the resulting linear system.

The simulation settings are summarized in Figure 1 and in Table 1. A collisionless plasma composed of
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electrons and hydrogen ions is considered. Because it has been shown that the entire spectrum scales as
1/

√
mi, the choice ofmi is arbitrary in terms of the conclusions of spectral analysis. Thus, the present analysis

can be generalized for heavier species without loss of generality. The remaining settings aim to replicate
essential aspects of the physics needed to trigger and sustain the ECDI,7,20 while excluding other factors
like field inhomogeneities, ionization, and collisions, as noted in prior studies. An additional simulation, run
for 30 µs with a 10× higher sample rate, is included in the final part of this study to achieve finer spectral
resolution and validate the shorter simulation’s results.

A fixed magnetic field B0 = B01x is considered in the out-of-plane direction, together with a perpendicular
equilibrium electric field E = E01z in the axial direction. Here and throughout the paper, the sub-index
‘0’ stands for equilibrium conditions. As usually assumed in Hall thruster plasmas, ions are considered
unmagnetized and to be in an unaccelerated equilibrium state (i.e., they do not feel B0 nor E0). Electron
equilibrium, on the other hand, is defined by the E0×B0 drift. Nevertheless, both species do respond to the
perturbation electric field, E = −∇ϕ, obtained from the solution to Poisson equation. This approach, while
it implies lack of a consistent equilibrium for ions and exact energy conservation, has been used successfully
in previous works to examine the development of instabilities in E ×B plasmas.13,14,20

The plasma simulation is initialized in homogeneous equilibrium state with cold ions drifting with homoge-
neous velocity ui0 = uzi01z and Maxwellian electrons with temperature Te0 and mean velocity ue0 = uye01y,
corresponding to the drift uye0 = E0/B0. The density of both species is n0. The initial macroparticle pop-
ulations of electrons and ions are randomly generated with these properties.

On the y boundaries, periodic boundary conditions are imposed on the particles and on the potential. Then,
direction y represents the azimuthal direction in a Hall thruster. Particles reaching axial z boundaries
are removed from the simulation, but there is continuous injection of ions through the left boundary with
flux density n0uzi0 and of electrons through left/right boundaries with fluxes ±n0ce0/

√
2π, corresponding

to equilibrium conditions. The perturbation potential ϕ on the z boundaries is set to zero. Because the
discrete nature of the simulation domain in the y direction, the possible wavenumbers are limited to integer
multiples of Ly. Thus, this parameter is purposely chosen such that for each of the first ECDI resonances,
kLy = 1+6m (m = 1, 2, 3, 4) approximately match the peaks of linear growth rate, as given by linear theory.

Figure 1: Diagram sketching the full-PIC simulation domain, boundary conditions and initial equilibrium
state.
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Description and symbol Value and units

Ion mass, mi 1 amu

Applied electric field, E0 104 V/m

Applied magnetic field, B0 200 G

Plasma density, n0 1017 m−3

Ion axial velocity, uzi0 10 km/s

Electron temperature, Te0 6 eV

Azimuthal domain length, Ly 5.359 mm

Axial domain length, Lz 2.679 mm

E0 ×B0 drift, uye0 500 km/s

Electron thermal speed, ce0 1027 km/s

Ion sound speed, cs0 23.97 km/s

Debye length, λD0 57.58 µm

Electron Larmor radius, ρe0 292.0 µm

Electron plasma frequency, ωpe0 2.839 GHz

Electron gyrofrequency, ωce 0.5600 GHz

Ion plasma frequency, ωpi0 66.26 MHz

Lower-hybrid frequency, ωlh 13.07 MHz

Number of cells in y direction, Ny 100

Number of cells in z direction, Nz 50

Number of particles per cell, Nppc ∼ 200

Time step, ∆t 5× 10−12 s

Number of time steps, Nt 106

Cell size, ∆y, ∆z 53.59 µm

Table 1: Physical and numerical parameters of the reference simulation case. The subscript ‘0’ stands for
initial equilibrium conditions. Derived parameter values are included for completeness.
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III. Methods

In the following, we introduce the spectral quantities and the formalism behind the sparse identification of
nonlinear dynamics (SINDy) technique, employed in the reminder of the paper.

A. High order spectral analysis

A signal sampled over a spatiotemporal domain may be described in terms of a collection of discrete Fourier
modes:

x(ti, yj) =
∑
m

x̂(ωm, yj)e
−iωmti =

∑
n

x̃(kn, t)e
iknyj =

∑
n

∑
m

ˆ̃x(ωm, kn)e
−iωmti+iknyj (1)

where i is the imaginary unit and ωm and kn cover both positive and negative frequencies with the complex
conjugate property that x̂∗(−ωm, yj) = x̂(ωm, yj), ˆ̃x

∗(−ωm,−kn) = ˆ̃x(ωm, kn) and so on.

The Power Spectral Density (PSD) is defined as

Pab(ω, k) =
〈
ˆ̃xa(ω, k)ˆ̃x

∗
b(ω, k)

〉
. (2)

Here, ⟨·⟩ denotes averaging over multiple realizations, and ∗ indicates complex conjugation. Summing over
the y direction we can also define

Pab(ω) =
1

Nj

∑
j

⟨x̂a(ω, yj)x̂
∗
b(ω, yj)⟩ , (3)

where Nj denotes the number of points, which is related to Pab(f, k) through

Pab(ω) =
1

Nj

∑
j

〈∑
n

ˆ̃xa(ω, kn)e
iknyj

∑
m

ˆ̃x∗
b(ω, km)eikmyj

〉
=

∑
n

Pab(ω, kn). (4)

Here, we have used x̂(ω, yj) =
∑

n
ˆ̃x(ω, kn)e

iknyj and the orthogonality properties of the discrete Fourier
transform. We can similarly define Pab(k) summing over time t.

When nonlinear behavior is present, interactions between different modes can take place. In the simplest case
of wave-wave coupling, three-wave coupling due to quadratic terms can occur if the resonance conditions,

ω1 + ω2 = ω3, k1 + k2 = k3, (5)

are satisfied among three propagating modes (ω1, k1), (ω2, k2) and (ω3, k3). Here the analysis will be done
along a single spatial dimension, but analogous conditions apply to the remaining others. Given three signals
xj(t, y) for j = a, b, c , we define their bispectrum as the third-order cumulant spectrum,40

Babc(ω1, ω2, k1, k2) =
〈
ˆ̃xa(ω1, k1)ˆ̃xb(ω2, k2)ˆ̃x

∗
c(ω1 + ω2, k1 + k2)

〉
. (6)

Reduced versions of the bispectrum can be defined in terms of only the frequencies or the wavenumbers
alone. For example, in terms of frequencies only we define, by averaging over the y direction,

Babc(ω1, ω2) =
1

Nj

∑
j

⟨x̂a(ω1, yj)x̂b(ω2, yj)x̂
∗
c(ω1 + ω2, yj)⟩ =

∑
n

∑
l

Babc(ω1, ω2, kn, kl). (7)

The latter relation can be proven with an expansion similar to the one in equation (4). And similarly,
Babc(k1, k2) can be computed from Babc(ωn, ωl, k1, k2), summing over time t.

From the bispectrum, the bicoherence is defined as

babc(ω1, ω2, k1, k2) =
|Babc(ω1, ω2, k1, k2)|√〈∣∣∣ˆ̃xa(ω1, k1)ˆ̃xb(ω2, k2)

∣∣∣2〉〈∣∣∣ˆ̃x∗
c(ω1 + ω2, k1 + k2)

∣∣∣2〉 . (8)
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When xa, xb, and xc are the same signal, one speaks of baaa ≡ ba as the (self-)bicoherence of that signal;
otherwise, the term cross-bicoherence (among different signals) is used. The self-bicoherence features a
number of symmetries that can be exploited to speed up its computation. Equivalently to what has been
shown with the bispectrum, babc(ω1, ω2) and babc(k1, k2) can be defined.

A value of b = 1 indicates perfectly phase-locked modes, suggesting three-wave coupling, whereas random
phases or noise will lead to bicoherence values closer to 0 as the number of realizations or the noise level
increases; Specifically, the 95 percent significance level for null bicoherence computed over N realizations is
approximately

√
3/N .41 In our case the minimum number of realizations used is N = 1300, corresponding

to significant bicoherence above b = 0.05. Discrete interactions between two modes show up as “islands”
of high bicoherence, whose width corresponds to the spectral broadening of interacting peaks. Continuous
interactions of a single frequency with a broader band are shown as lines or segments, either verticals
(ω1 = const), horizontals (ω2 = const) or diagonals (ω3 = const). Note that the bicoherence is high when
quadratic phase coupling exists among modes. However, the bicoherence itself does not discriminate the
direction of power flow among them, and this directionality needs to be studied by other methods, such as
by fitting the underlying three-wave coupling equations.

B. Sparse Identification of Nonlinear Dynamics (SINDy)

As explained in,27 the basic form the SINDy framework42 goes as follows. We consider a dynamical system
given by a state vector x(t) = [x1(t), x2(t), . . . , xI(t)]

T
in a state space X, governed by a set of ordinary

differential equations of the form
ẋi(t) = fi(x, t), (9)

where fi (i = 1, . . . , I) are unknown functions of the state, and possibly, time. We aim to write write each
fi in (9) as

fi(x, t) = βijΘj(x, t), (10)

where Θj (j = 1, . . . , J) is a chosen collection of functions (termed “features”) and βij a (sparse) array of
coefficients to be determined.

If a realization of the dynamical system has data xi(tk) ≡ x̂ik at discrete time instants tk (k = 0, . . . ,K),
potentially subject to noise, it is possible to estimate the coefficients βij from the following linear system of
equations:

˙̂xik = βijΘ̂jk (11)

where ˙̂xik is a numerical estimate of the time derivatives of the state from the data, e.g. using finite
differences, and Θ̂jk ≡ Θj(x̂(tk), tk).

This set of equations is typically strongly overdetermined, as we have many more equations than unknown
coefficients, K ≫ IJ . Naively solving for βij by minimization of the least-square error

εS =
1

N

1

σ̂2
ẋ

∑
i,k

(
˙̂xik − βijΘ̂jk

)2

, (12)

where N stands for the sample size and σ̂2
ẋ for the variance of the numerical derivatives, typically yields a

full βij matrix with most coefficients different from zero. This is usually undesired, as the resulting models
exhibit an unaffordable complexity and lack simple physical interpretations.

What SINDy proposes is finding βij through the minimization of the sum of a Least Square error εS , plus
a sparsity-promoting regularization term (or penalty), ελ,

βij = argmin
βij

(
εS + ελ

)
. (13)

By regularizing to promote sparsity in the solution βij , the algorithm is shown to regress on the features
most relevant to the dynamics and discard the rest.42 In the present work, we use the ALASSO penalty43,44

ελ = |aijβij | with aij =
λi

β∗
ij

, (14)
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where the λi are hyperparameters which set the relative weight of the regularization term over the error term
for each state variable, and the term-specific weights β∗

ij are the coefficient estimates coming from optimizing

εS alone,
β∗
ij = argmin

βij

(
εS

)
. (15)

This form of ελ puts a large penalty on small coefficients while reducing biases on the larger coefficients. The
ALASSO penalty also has the benefit of leading to a computationally-efficient convex minimization problem,
and offers consistent variable selection and correct coefficient estimation as the number of samples K tends
to infinity (given that all relevant features are included in the chosen function library, and available data
spans the whole state space sufficiently).44

For each state variable xi sweeping the regularization parameter λi from 0 to infinity and plotting the error
and complexity results in an L-shaped Pareto front, from which the optimal model can be selected based on
the knee inflexion point45,46 and previous knowledge of the system. Finally, the accuracy of the model can
be evaluated from its R2 score, defined from (12) as

R2 = 1− εS (16)

IV. Results and discussion

A. Spectral analysis of the discharge

In previous work,20 unstable short-wavelength modes were reported to grow from the initially homogeneous
plasma, mainly in the downstream part of the domain, quickly evolving into a nonlinear stage and then
saturating. Taking the perturbation electrostatic potential ϕ as a representative variable of the plasma
behaviour, a snapshot of it is shown on the upper left panel of Figure 2. The analysis in this work focuses
mainly on data from the axial slice shown in Figure 2(a), unless otherwise noted. This slice was chosen
because it corresponds to a position where oscillations display a large magnitude. Because all spectra will
be taken in this slice, herein we use k to refer to the wavenumber in the azimuthal direction. Additionally,
the initial transient stage of the simulation is disregarded, and we keep times from 1µs to 5µs in which the
instability has reached nonlinear saturation. Unless otherwise noted, all spectral analysis in time is done
taking windows of 0.5µs with 50% overlap.

The upper right panel of Figure 2 shows the spectral power distribution of ϕ in the (ω/2π, k/2π) plane,
revealing two approximately straight dispersion branches, though obscured by additional spectral features.
Along these branches, five prominent peaks appear at coordinates (20, 1), (40, 2), (42, 7), (84, 13), and (126,
19), in MHz and multiples of 1/Ly, respectively. These peaks are designated modes A1 through M3 along
what we call the A-branch and M -branch. The branches correspond with phase velocities of approximately
107 km/s and 32 km/s, respectively 4.5 and 1.3 times the ion sound speed computed in Table 1. An additional
peak, mode O, is identified at (0, 1.6). Broadening is observed around modes M1 and M2. Note that the
high value of the frequencies (compared to those typical of Hall thrusters) result from using hydrogen ions
in the simulation instead of the usual propellants.

Figure 2(c) showcases the spectrogram of ϕ, i.e., the time evolution of the azimuthal modes. Plasma prop-
erties and the anomalous current oscillate in time, alternating between periods of growth and quenching,
modulated by a low frequency compatible with mode O. The axial character of mode O and the similarity,
from Table 1, of uzi/Lz = 0.9 MHz to the mode O frequency, hints at a possible relation with the transit
time of ions in the domain. The maxima of the amplitude of the ECDI modes in the M -branch alternate in
time with that of the A-branch, sharing the same modulation as the current.

According to ECDI linear theory, modes M1 to M3 are predicted in terms of wavenumber (Figure 2(d)),
while modes A1 and A2, corresponding to the largest azimuthal mode and its harmonic, are not. However,
the frequencies of the ECDI modes deviate substantially from linear theory predictions to align with an
acoustic-like dispersion. Deviation from linear theory predictions is expected once nonlinear saturation and
energy cascading mechanisms disrupt the assumed coherent modes and Maxwellian distributions.13 The
dispersion map in Figure 2 further reveals that, although mode M2 is predicted to have the highest growth
rate, modeM1 rapidly dominates the spectrum in energy, offering a first hint that nonlinear energy exchanges
among modes are a central feature of the discharge dynamics. Despite the peak broadening, discrete modes
persist, unlike the continuous dispersion reported in other studies of the ECDI’s later evolution.8,12,47
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Figure 2: Normalized oscillations of ϕ present in the full-PIC simulation. (a) snapshot at t = 2.45µs; (b)
normalized PSD dispersion in the ω–k plane; (c) normalized PSD t–k spectrogram; (d) Real frequency and
growth rate, respectively in black and red, as computed from linear theory.20 The vertical dashed red lines
mark kLy/2π = 7, 13, 19 . The dotted black line in (a) denotes the axial slice (z = 1.98mm) where both the
dispersion diagram and spectrogram are computed.
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B. Anomalous axial transport

In the previous section, we identified several oscillation modes are present in the plasma. We now aim to
determine how each mode affects cross-field transport. The azimuthal component of the collisionless electron
momentum equation at a specific axial position reads

jze(t, y) =
e

B
neEy −

me

B

(
∂

∂z
Mzye −

∂

∂y
Myye −

∂

∂t
neuey

)
= jflucze +O(me/B), (17)

where Mzye and Myye are the axial-azimuthal and azimuthal components of the electron momentum tensor,
Me =

∫ ∫
vevefed

3ve , and radial dynamics have been disregarded. The term involving the azimuthal electric
field and electron density has been specifically denoted

jflucze (t, y) ≡ e

B
neEy (18)

and it typically dominates transport compared to the other modes, which are O(me/B). Indeed, this
dominance is confirmed in our data, as shown in figure 3.

Figure 3: Time-evolution of the electron axial current compared to the current induced by the ne, Ey

fluctuations, both measured at z = 1.98mm and y-averaged (kLy = 0).

In Figure 4, both Pjze and Pjfluc
ze

(i.e., the power spectral density of the left and right hand sides of (17),

once the minor terms are neglected) are shown for comparison. It is evident that nearly identical modes
are present in both and that these are the same modes as in ϕ, although with varying power levels. A
net axial current forms when the fluctuations in ne and Ey are in phase; simultaneously, fluctuations in
these quantities can be linked to plasma instabilities. Notably, however jflucze features a larger power in the
ECDI-associated M -branch than jze, and greater spectral broadening of these modes. These differences,
which are more prominent at larger k and ω, are the neglected terms in equation (17).

While the full spectrum of jze is key to understanding collisionless axial transport, practical applications
typically focus on the time-averaged (DC) component, often referred to as anomalous transport. Figures 3
and 4(c) show that, despite large oscillations in jze at approximately 20 and 42 MHz , the near-DC transport
around ω = 0 MHz is significantly bigger. Nevertheless, it is worth noting that AC components of jze may
be rectified in the presence of axial boundary conditions (e.g. an anode surface), potentially resulting in an
additional contribution to DC transport. Indeed, boundary conditions can act as an additional source for
nonlinear couplings, indicating that the AC part of the spectrum should also be considered in anomalous
transport analyses in general.

So far we have compared the spectra of jze and jflucze . However, to univocally link the spectra of the latter
as a result of the quadratic phase coupling between modes of ne and Ey we use the convolution properties
of the discrete Fourier transform to write

ˆ̃ȷflucze (ω, k) =
e

B

∑
m

∑
n

ˆ̃ne(ωm, kn)
ˆ̃Ey(ω − ωm, k − kn). (19)
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Figure 4: Power spectral density of (a) jze and (b) jflucze as taken from the axial slice at z = 1.98mm. Plot
(c) showcases the resulting power from integrating over k, with the power of jze in blue and that of jflucze in
red. Modes O, A1, A2, M1, M2, M3 correspond to the peaks identified in Figure 2.

Multiplying both sides by ˆ̃ȷfluc∗ze (ω, k) and averaging over multiple realizations we find

Pjfluc
ze

(ω, k) =
e

B

∑
m

∑
n

BneEyj
fluc
ze

(ωm, ω − ωm, kn, k − kn) (20)

This equation makes manifest that the power in Pjfluc
ze

for a particular mode (ω, k) stems from all the
quadratic phase coupling between ne and Ey contained in a slice of the four-dimensional object BneEyj

fluc
ze

.

Focusing on the (ω/2π, k/2π)=(0MHz, 0) component, Figure 5 displays the corresponding contributors,
with each point corresponding to the coupling of a mode of the electron density ne at (ωm, kn) and another
of Ey at (−ωm,−kn). On the right of Figure 5 a comparison of the k-integrated spectral contributors is
shown.

The peaks corresponding to modes A1, M1 and M2 are easily identifiable. The magnitude of the bispectrum
is most significant for modes M1 and A1, with an order of magnitude difference between their peaks. This
conclusion is in disagreement with other studies, which attribute the dominant contribution to the long-
wavelength mode.13,48 Significant broadening in k-space around ω/2π = 42MHz and between the coherent
modes is also observed. Other modes considered, including the remaining ECDI modes, do not yield such
significant contributions, and the range above 100 MHz (not shown in the figure) does not seem to feature
any relevant quadratic phase coupling.

C. Three-wave power coupling

Linear ECDI theory does not explain the spectrum at saturation, as it would suggest the dominance of M2

due to its higher linear growth rate. This section focuses on elucidating nonlinear power transfers that may
exist among the modes in the saturated regime, from a weak-turbulence framework.29,30 This is relevant for
understanding which are the actual sources of spectral energy at long times (i.e., instabilites in the nonlinear
regime) and the channels through which this energy eventually ends up in the modes driving anomalous
transport, in particular M1.

The self-bicoherence of the individual variables helps identify quadratic couplings responsible for nonlinear
power transfer, which shape the saturated spectrum. Figure 6(a) showcases the self-bicoherence for Ey

in the ω and k domains, below their Nyquist limits. As the power spectrum in figure 2(b) is essentially
concentrated along a diagonal line, the plots in ω and k present roughly the same features. This permits us,
in the following, to refer equivalently to the bicoherence properties in ω and k for each of the variables.
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Figure 5: Real part of the cross-bispectrum of ne, Ey and jflucze , reflecting the spectral contribution to the
net cross-field current driven by instability, (ω, kLy) = (0 MHz, 0). Areas shaded in white denote negative
values. The plot on the right showcases the resulting power from integrating over kn. Modes A1, A2, M1,
M2 correspond to the peaks identified in Figure 2.

In bEy
, a robust structure,linked to the interaction of ECDI modes M1, M2, M3 and even higher modes,

is observed. Specifically, mode M1 has coherent continuous interaction with higher modes, as evidenced
by horizontal segment at ω2 = 42MHz with large bicoherence (respectively, kLy = 7). We note that
the resonant interaction between M1, M2 and M3 must be understood in an broad sense, because the
resonance conditions (5) are not strictly satisfied among the central (f, k) values of each mode, but only
approximately. Indeed, this could be a cause of the observed broadening that the modes exhibit, and
may suggest that the interaction involves various neighboring frequencies and wavenumbers, with a power
transfer that undergoes various complex three-wave-coupling exchanges among them. Significantly weaker
interactions are seen involving the A-branch modes, although relatively small peaks are present corresponding
to the triad (A1A1 ⇌ A2) and between A1 and A2 to their sum-frequency 60 MHz. Overall, the high values
of the bicoherence (up to b = 0.8) give us confidence in that wave-wave coupling is a main driver of the late,
nonlinear saturated behaviour of the discharge.

While a large bicoherence is a clear indicator of nonlinear power transfer among modes, an inherent limitation
of this spectral quantity is that it does not discriminate by itself the direction in which the energy flows.
To assess this particular aspect, it is necessary to reconstruct a model of the three-wave coupling equations.
The basic form of these gives the evolution of the complex wave amplitude29 of each mode i as

∂

∂t
x̃i = (γi − iωi)x̃i − vgzi

∂

∂z
x̃i +

∑
j,k

Vijkx̃j x̃k, (21)

The coefficients on the right-hand side are the linear term with growth rate γi and frequency ωi, the z
component of the group velocity vgzi, and the sum of wave-wave interactions with coupling coefficients Vijk,
for each mode. The sum of the latter extends to all values of j, k (positive or negative) that yield a valid
resonant triad with mode i. Multiplying equation (21) by x̃∗

i gives, after some algebra

∂

∂t
|x̃i|2 = 2γi|x̃i|2 − vgzi

∂

∂z
|x̃i|2 +

∑
j,k

2Vijk cosαijk|x̃ix̃j x̃k|, (22)

where αijk is the mutual phase angle resulting from the phases of modes i, j, k.

Determining the model coefficients by data regression methods faces two main challenges: the algebraic
system in Equation (21) is typically overdetermined when considering multiple time instants and/or realiza-
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Figure 6: a) Self-bicoherence of Ey, b) Self-bicoherence of ne. White space denotes the redundant or
inaccessible areas. Upper plots are in ω; lower plots in k.

12 of 18

American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics



tions, and statistical stationarity of the signals is often required for applicability. However, strict stationarity
also renders ∂ ˆ̃xi/∂t negligible compared to the terms on the right-hand side, making the system, at the same
time, ill-posed (i.e., if the left hand side for all equations were strictly zero, coefficients can be determined
up to a multiplying factor). This latter issue is not usually acknowledged. The prevailing regression schemes
are due to Kim and Ritz35,36 and De Wit.49 In essence, they obtain a single fit for the γi, ωi, vgzi vectors
and the Vijk matrix simultaneously from several higher-order spectra; as a consequence, these methods are
usually computationally expensive. Furthermore, they typically result in full matrices with an enormous
list of terms on each mode’s equation, which complicates interpretability: other than the magnitude of the
coefficients, these methods do not discriminate which terms in each mode’s equation are more fundamental
and which more accessory. That is, we have no clear indication of how the fit error would deteriorate, were
we to drop one particular term in the equation. This question is relevant when we intend to derive simple,
understandable models that capture the dominant nonlinear dynamics.

Here, we instead use the SINDy algorithm to identify a hierarchy of reduced models for the dominant modes
only (M1, M2 and M3) of Ey at z = 1.98mm. While this does not remove the ill-posedness discussed above,
it allows us to effectively order the right hand side terms according to their significance in the dynamics,
and to truncate the hierarchy at a sensible point that balances model accuracy and complexity. One may
wonder to what extent such a model is complete, given the exclusion of the A-branch and mode O from the
modeling. However, it has been shown that their contribution to transport is minimal compared to that
of mode M1, and separate in time in the case of the A-branch, while bicoherence analysis demonstrates
the coupling of these modes to the M dispersion branch is minimal, too. Thus, they can interpreted as
independent processes/instabilities, and can be modeled as such, focusing here solely on the main responsible
for transport.

First, and reasoning from equation (22), we take the ansatz that the mode interactions remain moderately
coherent over time29 such that cosαijk in equation (22) remains essentially constant. This assumption is
supported by the large bicoherence values found among the modes, which would diminish if the mutual
phase were not stable. Next, to take into account mode broadening, we select a (ω, k) rectangle of ∆ω/2π =
0.7MHz, ∆kLy/2π = 1 around modes M1, M2, M3 and average their PSD Pi (i = 1, 2, 3) over them. This
Pi is computed on time windows to obtain a time signal that can be used in the SINDy algorithm. The
averaging and the time windowing has the additional advantage of reducing the susceptibility of the results
to noise, as in the weak-SINDy variant of the technique50 . With these premises, we can expect Pi to follow
an equation analogous to

∂

∂t
Pi ≃ 2γiPi − vgzi

∂

∂z
Pi +

∑
j,k

2V ′
ijk

√
PiPjPk. (23)

We choose a window spanning 1.4µs with a step of 0.3µs. An optimal range for step size and window size
balances capturing slow amplitude variations and maintaining spectral resolution. Too small a step size
amplifies noise, while too large misses key variations. Similarly, improper window sizing can mix mode
energies or fail to represent broadened interactions. Sensitivity analysis within a ±0.1µs range confirmed
the stability of coefficients and conclusions.

We are then able to apply the SINDy algorithm to separately identify the evolution equations for the
magnitude of each mode. For the three modes considered, two triads are possible: (M1M1 ⇌ M2) and
(M1M2 ⇌ M3). Note that the resonance condition also accounts for negative frequencies; for example, for
the frequency triplet ω1 ≈ 84 MHz, ω2 ≈ −42 MHz, ω3 ≈ 42 MHz can be seen as mode M1 interacting with
mode M2 to either transfer or receive energy, depending on the sign of the coefficient. All possible terms
in the right hand side of equation (23) are considered in the feature library of the search algorithm. Finite
differences are used to compute spatial and temporal derivatives of Pi.

A Pareto front, or hierarchy, of increasingly more complex models for each mode is obtained and displayed
in table 2. In bold we have highlighted our identified Pareto knee model for each mode, which corresponds
to the biggest increase in score with the addition of a single term. The relative importance of a term in its
respective equation is represented by how early it appears in the hierarchy. Note that once the R2 score has
saturated (i.e., it does not increase significantly with the addition of new terms) experience dictates a loss
of physical meaningfulness, as the term added is probably linked to an overfit.

13 of 18

American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics



R2 Model

1 0.01 ∂P1/∂t = 1.25 · 10−3
√
P1P1P2

2 0.12 ∂P1/∂t = −8.72 · 105P1 + 8.90 · 10−3
√
P1P1P2

3 0.13 ∂P1/∂t = −9.2 · 105P1 + 9.06 · 10−3
√
P1P1P2 − 9.10 · 101∂P1/∂z

4 0.13 ∂P1/∂t = −8.22 · 105P1 + 6.40 · 10−3
√
P1P1P2 + 4.02 · 10−2

√
P1P2P3 − 1.14 · 102∂P1/∂z

1 0.03 ∂P2/∂t = −6.18 · 10−5
√
P1P1P2

2 0.07 ∂P2/∂t = 5.94 · 105P2 − 1.66 · 10−4
√
P1P1P2

3 0.07 ∂P2/∂t = 6.20 · 105P2 − 1.63 · 10−4
√
P1P1P2 − 2.68 · 10−3

√
P1P2P3

4 0.07 ∂P2/∂t = 6.34 · 105P2 − 1.66 · 10−4
√
P1P1P2 − 2.48 · 10−3

√
P1P2P3 − 1.01 · 101∂P2/∂z

1 0.01 ∂P3/∂t = −4.72 · 10−5
√
P1P2P3

2 0.04 ∂P3/∂t = 7.00 · 105P3 − 1.89 · 10−4
√
P1P2P3

3 0.06 ∂P3/∂t = 6.62 · 105P3 − 1.84 · 10−4
√
P1P2P3 − 4.64 · 101∂P3/∂z

Table 2: Pareto front models for modes M1, M2, M3, obtained by sparse regression. Pi denotes the power
spectral density of mode i. Terms in red are associated to linear growth/decay rates; orange designates
convection terms; blue and cyan terms highlight related wave-wave couplings terms across the modes. The
Pareto-optimal models are highlighted in bold.

Although the R2 score stabilizes beyond the Pareto knee model (except perhaps for M3), suggesting reliable
model identification,45 the maximal score of this simplified model is low (ranging from 0.03 to 0.13 as per
Equation (16)). This reveals that our basic model is likely too simple, and that additional terms (such as
interactions with other modes) that have been neglected may play an important role. Nevertheless, we shall
assume that the weak fit obtained correctly captures the essential dynamics among the retained modes.
Thus, we focus on the order of appearance, the sign and magnitude of the γi and Vijk coefficients, where
positive/negative signs indicate energy flow into/out of the mode, respectively.

In the models of M1 and M2, the dominant term (and therefore the first that shows up in the hierarchy) is
the coupling term for the triad (M1M1 ⇌ M2). This coupling transfers energy from mode M2 into mode M1

according to the sign structure of the coefficients. The term coupling modes (M1M2 ⇌ M3) appears first in
the model for mode M3, and also shows up for models more complex than the Pareto-optimal ones for M1

and M2. This term would convey energy from M3 into M2 and M1. The term that appears second in all
three modes is the growth/decay rate, and its inclusion suffices to reach the defined Pareto optimality. The
growth rate signs indicate power input into modes M2 and M3 and dissipation in mode M1. Finally, axial
convection, at least at this position (z = 1.98 mm) plays an overall minor role, as the corresponding terms
do not show up until after the optimal model in the hierarchy. This is not surprising, as we are analyzing
an axial position that displays little axial variability of the spectrum.

Regarding the magnitude of the terms, we note that if these three modes were an isolated system, we would
expect exact energy conservation, with the coefficients for each triad in each equation adding up to zero.
This is clearly not so, as they differ in at least one order of magnitude for each of the two nonlinear couplings
recovered in the model. Apart from the error of the fit, to which part of this incongruence is perhaps
attributable, we acknowledge that this reduced model does not cover for all the nonlinear power couplings
likely present in the data, and that a model with energy conservation would need to take into account all
possible interactions, a task beyond the scope of this work.

The magnitudes of the growth rates γi are comparable among the three modes and two orders of magnitude
lower than predicted by linear theory (Figure 2), consistent with the plasma being in a saturated state
(similar decrease in the growth rate with respect to linear theory are have been experimentally19,51).

From the analysis of the linear growth rate and the quadratic coefficients, a general picture emerges: the
sign structure of the couplings (M1M1 ⇌ M2) and (M1M2 ⇌ M3) suggest an inverse energy cascade, where
energy of the higher-frequency, higher-k modes flows toward lower-frequency, lower-k modes. Modes M2 and
M3 receive energy from the ECDI instability, which is then transferred to the longer-scale mode M1. The
negative growth rate of mode M1 can be attributed to a net energy loss between what it gains from the
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instability at all modes and what it loses to generating anomalous plasma transport. This energy flow has
been schematically represented in Figure 7.

Figure 7: Schematic of the power flux in the Pareto-optimal reconstructed model in table 2, with arrows
representing energy transfer. The dashed arrow implies uncertainty.

Finally, we return to figure 6 to discuss the structure of the self-bicoherence of ne. In comparison to that of
Ey, ne presents significant differences. Indeed, another kind of interactions appears to dominate for ne, in
particular the modulation of modes A1 and M1 by mode O. The next strongest interaction is still the triad
(M1M1 ⇌ M2), but the rest of the M -branch displays significantly lower bicoherence than in the case of Ey.
The substantial differences among the two variables hint at the possibility that a two-field description of the
nonlinear dynamics is necessary, that better represents the energy flux between the modes of the field (in
Ey) and the particles (in ne). This additional complexity may well be necessary as well to raise the score
values in the models obtained here.

V. Conclusions

A higher-order spectral analysis of a 2D-E × B kinetic simulation was conducted. It identified two distinct
dispersion branches within the ion-acoustic range, and observed that a low-frequency mode modulated the
discharge. Anomalous transport was seen to be primarily driven by in-phase fluctuations in density and
electric field arising from the longest-wavelength mode of the Electron Cyclotron Drift Instability (ECDI),
M1. Other modes like A1 and M2 contribute as well. The axial electron current is seen to be modulated by
mode O, and the M and A modes appear to alternate in time accordingly.

Our bicoherence analysis revealed nonlinear power transfer across scales in the Ey spectrum, and sparse
regression (SINDy) was employed to develop a hierarchy of data-driven spectral models based on three-wave
coupling equations for ECDI modes. These methods indicate these wave-wave interactions are a key energy
exchange mechanism, and that the most likely structure of this energy flow is an inverse energy cascade.
Nevetheless, the low fit scores cast a reasonable doubt on this last conclusion, and hint at the existence of
other wave-wave couplings with other modes that need to be retained for a fuller picture.

The capability to quantitatively separate different mode contributions to plasma transport appears crucial
for studies with co-existing instabilities, such as ECDI combined with lower hybrid or modified two stream
instabilities.13,17–19 Additionally, the approach for determining growth rates and nonlinear energy exchange
direction enables isolation of the key drivers of dynamics. We note that for a perfectly-stationary spec-
trum the determination of the coupling coefficients becomes ill-posed, an aspect that affects all regression
techniques, including ours.

This general methodology used may be applicable to other plasma transport studies driven by fluctuations.
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Future research could refine present results by incorporating wavelet analysis to better account for temporal
variations of broadened structures, and explore models with coupling terms on two fields (Ey and e.g. ne,
which show distinct bicoherence diagrams) to gain further insight into the oscillation dynamics.
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7Bello-Beńıtez, E., Maŕın-Cebrián, A., Ramos, J. J., and Ahedo, E., “Two-dimensional kinetic simulation of electrostatic insta-

bilities in a Hall plasma,” 37th International Electric Propulsion Conference, No. IEPC-2022-314, Electric Rocket Propulsion
Society, Boston, MA, June 19-23, 2022.
8Lafleur, T., Baalrud, S., and Chabert, P., “Theory for the anomalous electron transport in Hall effect thrusters. I. Insights

from particle-in-cell simulations,” Physics of Plasmas, Vol. 23, 2016, pp. 053502.
9Forslund, D., Morse, R., and Nielson, C., “Electron cyclotron drift instability,” Physical Review Letters, Vol. 25, 1970,

pp. 1266–1270.
10Wong, H., “Electrostatic electron-ion streaming instability,” Physics of Fluids, Vol. 13, 1970, pp. 757–760.
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